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Mihhth yiftw®! 

arf^vii 

^ 23 FTEf, 1999 

TT. ■etwnft'/2/98-'<f]’'ftiff—3#lfWT, 1963 (1963 38) ^ NRT48 ^1 3T#T U^rT ¥lRRPll' ^1 U^Ttn WT 
glj JK511TH UTf^fOT ^’cT rT l 3tt^I% aT^TR faWUJIHflHH NTH ^ITTf % TR*? “T^ISfa (T^IsA'THHIhT) % 

Rrl^ , Hieye t t> UNIT ( i ^i'k' 5 l ■qi'jf) frofftn =ih<1i ^ I 

NPFtTT TT. ^huUTft/2/98-^NW 

ftunrwTWFi ntr ...an^F 


ifarf TJCT.uft. Vfe*1T 

3Tl£TT 


... %-3TPfc^> 


(22 WIT], 1999 Nit x nftfl) 

[°n;il<sliHCi r i^ HTti WTT ( 414)el) % TSI^fRl *4l'i) i U Nit Nj^O TTTWt % 3TF7TCT % Pi^iRn °h<.4 %NTt V$> NTTflN 

Nrp fwT err i ^Mtet % ^rwf muff nD argrj# 3 n]%tt % terq N?t n^ nr n #t % nut^ NtNt# 

^ 72 T?. Nftt Flf^F Nit TIT NitNW? f^FNI NT1 Vf f¥rfTN Tfe'TS'% TTWT fel W% % f^( 3W ^ HT 7 ]^ % ^r»t 4* 

ftvqi WT «TT I 

2. ^TT NWf N>t W^r WI TTR NT Nit N^ NN1 TFJNIT ^1^ ^'.^TT NT ftPWT NR% ftufftTr NftFNT % ai^pTRN?t «ttl 

3 . tttisrtttn Ntr uNTfan Nit?t tt*# tin^h Tt«qf % tM ^ fwrfaftgn -g£ angCNiii tiM suit f : 

.. (l) 41^TTmlTeiTrhHl4lHT^ WTRTT1TWT^^aqk^^FF^-^Tr^-%aifM^^ ^ WfilTWFI^TTFTTr':#' 

NJTTST 11 "Tf N?t£ aw NTH w Wlf Nit Niff WTTI 

\ 

(ii) wisfN Hl-faiTte'u’ tthnn]'% aRFhit aftr^rrwifNitftsn%fcrtj; ttntnth]N itang*#urnN#f 

11 ;<#T^ it^'TN'TTTTNN f^cT Nipt %HPX ST^t^f % TFPf 4’ 3H Wlf % TPT TJfPTT Wft ^Tnt I 
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-aiMtyi"* 'JJtFl hui") htH, ^”ii TPT sfa “n<n c n‘rll TEH Tt tpi % ftiy, jtrlHI hl'M r^ff 

TlfTlltl 

frilFpf ^n^RTHT'fETT'f^' ifyeufl 7H IT % sfa f&reTHSfnfFFT W % '3TT«ftW TT »MTtSRT t, ^ 

^PTflt I 

% *& appft -R^lERl/^Ft T«1H % TFlf 3W Trtf t) ’pUpi'M ^1 3E«HT ^T-PF WT TFlf % 

Tgg tj^ 3T*rar t^hi ^ tj^ht ■% tern f i ^ srcft*# trifanpf ipnppM rtf tjmr 3 

■3TTOH 4>5l ^TT ti'fcfil % I 

W RW& 3 rfrM ^ 1% %H fru it ITO TIM T$t '^*TTT37Tr I 

(vi) 'foref -qpi nft hMr 3 tjfer ri?Siz fa ftfe g i^Ei w$ tWpi trim ^ ftm ■*& 

anwron^T^i 72?. Tift.-g, ?ft tz T Cmagfrfr -rto Tt mN R r st u ni t w qft ?tm tt 0.45% Rf ri Efcm fPtt 

t, <fit 3Tf%WF?T W'SIT WI 

4. Tft'JfrfR: TTHTf Wl^fiRpiriE % 3TFTTF % fan; 72 ?. Rift?. TT qR^Hb fPlfftET^t %%Cf «fHl^ %TOTIT 

TT apjrihvT fo>RT TIFT 11 

[■ftWTT/3/4/143/98 (3WITO)] 
Rri. ?R*W, 3pTfit 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 23rd March, 1999 

No. TAMP/2/98-VPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 
(38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby fixes the wharfage charge for “STYRENE MONOMER" in respect 
of the Visakhapatnam Port Trust as in the order appended hereto. 


Case No. TAMP/2/98-VPT 

The Visakhapatnam Port Trust (VPT) ... Applicant 

V/s 

M/s. L.G. Polymers India Private Limited ... Non-Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 22nd day of February, 1999) 

The Visakhapatnam Port T rust (VPT) had submitted a proposal about fixation of wharfage for import of raw material- 
STYRENE MONOMER. In the absence of a prescribed rate of wharfage for STYRENE MONOMER in the Schedule of 
Wharfage Charges in the VPT Scale of Rates, the VPT proposed a rate of Rs. 72/- PMT. This was done with reference to the 
rates applied in other major ports for handling Grade ‘B’ Chemicals 

2. The case was subjected to scrutiny in accordance with the prescribed procedure including its consideration in a 
joint hearing at the port level. 

3. With reference to all the relevant facts governing this proposal, the following considerations emerge: 

(i) Import of the raw material STYRENE MONOMER is not common and no party other than the Non-Applicant 
is presently importing it. That being so, no other port handles this cargo. 

(ii) STYRENE MONOMER comes under Grade ‘B’ Chemicals; and, all ports are not permitted to handle this 
cargo. Comparison with other ports has, therefore, to be made with reference to tariffs applicable to handling 
of Grade ‘B’ Chemicals. 
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(iii) For purposes of comparison, facts relating to similarly situated new ports like Tuticorin Port and New Mangalore 
Port have been reckoned with; fully depreciated old ports like Mumbai Port, Chennai Port, and Calcutta Port 
have not been considered to be comparable for this purpose. 

(iv) The Nor- Applicant has been paying, albeit under protest, Rs.651- PMT at the New Mangalore Port Trust 
(NMPT). It has to be recognised in this context that NMPT is on the West Coast and is far away from 
Visakhapatnam where the Non-AppJicanfs factory is situated- 

importing the cargo near iheir establ ishment/woi ks spot, the Non-Applicant will save expenditure on 
transportation of the cargo from a vciy far away port like NMPT. It will be relevant in this context to 
recognise that the Non-Applicants cargo-sources are reported to be mostly in die Far East and the South East 
Asia. That being so, the VPT can be said to much better located than the NMPT is for their purpose. 

(v) The VPT has incurred expenditure on improvement of roads, supply of electricity, and other infrastructural 
facilities, It cannot, therefore, be said that the VPT will, in this case, get revenue for no investment. 

(vi) M/s. L.G. Polymers India Private Limited arc a well established big company who will need no special 
concession in this regard. In any case, the wharfage @ Rs, 111- PMT, which works out to 0.45% of the landed 
cost of the cargo, cannot be said to be excessive. 

4. In the result, and for the reasons given above, the proposal of the VPT for fixation of wharfage at Rs. 72/- PMT for 
import of STYRENE MONOMER is approved. 

[ Adv t. /III/I V/Exty,/143/98] 
S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
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